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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 15-23 and 25 are to be examined in response to applicant's election of Group II 
restriction requirement. Claims 15-23 and 25 are elected without traverse. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 15 is objected to because of the following informalities: typographical error 
regarding the phrase "the layer or resilient". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1 5- 1 8 and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by 
Garcia. 

As per claim 15, Garcia discloses a playable surface comprising a relatively hard 
substrate 14, at least one layer arranged thereon of a resilient and/or damping material 20, and a 
top layer 22 arranged in turn thereon, wherein air chambers 1 8 are formed in the relatively hard 
substrate and/or resilient and/or damping layer (Fig. 2-3; column 2). 

As per claim 16, Garcia discloses wherein the air chambers take the form of recesses in 
the upper part of the relatively hard substrate and/or the layer of resilient and/or damping 
material (Fig.'s 2-3). 

As per claim 17, Garcia discloses wherein a profiled mat 22 is arranged on the layer of 
resilient and/or damping material, and wherein the air chambers 18 are defined by the profile of 
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the map, wherein the air chambers are positioned up to the bottom profile of the mat 22 (Fig.'s 2- 
3). 

As per claim 18, Garcia discloses wherein the air chambers comprise spaces 26. It is 
noted that product-by-process claims are not limited to the manipulations of the recited steps, 
only the structure implied by the steps (Fig.'s 3-4). See MPEP 2113. 

As per claim 22, Garcia discloses wherein the top layer is synthetic turf (column 2). 

As per claim 23, Garcia discloses an air flow device 26 connected to the air chambers for 
generating an air circulation therein (column 2). 

5. Claims 15 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Magnuson 
etal. 

As per claim 15, Magnuson et al. discloses a playable surface, comprising a relatively 
hard substrate 13, at least one layer arranged thereon of a resilient and/or damping material 1 1 
and a top layer 10 arranged in turn thereon, wherein air chambers are formed in the relatively 
hard substrate and/or the layer of resilient and/or damping material (column 3, lines 14-26). 

As per claim 20, Magnuson et al. discloses wherein a profiled mat 12 is arranged between 
the relatively hard substrate and the layer of resilient and /or damping material and over which 
the resilient and/or damping material is spread, and wherein the air chambers are defined by the 
profile of the mat (column 3, lines 14-26). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

6. Claim 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Garcia in view 
of OFFICIAL NOTICE. 

As per claim 19, Garcia discloses wherein the air chambers comprise intermediate spaces 
between a filler material 20 in the layer of resilient and/or damping material (Fig.'s 2-3) but does 
not disclose expressly that the filler material comprises granules. However, OFFICIAL NOTICE 
is taken that such a feature as using a filler material comprising granules is well known in the art. 
Hence, at the time of invention, one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to 
use a filler material comprising granules in order to provide a cost effective, conforming, and 
stable filler that will perform the function of filling an unoccupied region. 

7. Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Garcia in view of 
Friedrich. 

As per claim 21, Garcia does not disclose wherein heating wires are received in the mat; 
however, Friedrich discloses that such features as placing an electrical cable heating means 
below a playing surface in well known in the art (column 7, lines 1-25). Relocating the receiving 
portion of the heating wires to a mat portion does not substantiate the feature. Hence, at the time 
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of invention, one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to modify the playable 
surface discloses by Garcia with an electrical heating means as taught by Friedrich, as both 
Garcia and Friedrich are directed towards playable surfaces. The motivation to combine 
references is to provide a field capable of withstanding harsh weather elements (column 3, lines 
27-30) 

8. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Magnuson et al. 
in view of Friedrich. 

As per claim 25, Magnuson et al. does not disclose wherein heating wires are received in 
the mat; however, Friedrich discloses that such features as placing an electrical cable heating 
means below a playing surface in well known in the art (column 7, lines 1-25). Relocating the 
receiving portion of the heating wires to a mat portion does not substantiate the feature. Hence, 
at the time of invention, one of ordinary skill in the art would have found it obvious to modify 
the playable surface discloses by Magnuson et al. with an electrical heating means as taught by 
Friedrich, as both Magnuson et al. and Friedrich are directed towards playable surfaces. The 
motivation to combine references is to provide a field capable of withstanding harsh weather 
elements (column 3, lines 27-30). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL D. DENNIS whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3538. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 6:00 (off every other Fri.). 



Application/Control Number: 10/522,795 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3711 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eugene L. Kim can be reached on (571) 272-4463. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

MD 

6/4/08 



/Gene Kim/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 371 1 



